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A Design of The PHB Mapping Model for Combining
Services with DiffServ in The MPLS Network
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Abstract This study proposed the PHB mapping model for combining services with DiffServ in the MPLS
network capable of high-speed switching, and the effective differential bandwidth service model in the MPLS
network on the basis of the proposed mapping model. The result of simulation on the service model using PRI
showed that the transmission rate was achieved as much as the assigned bandwidth regardless of the increase of
traffic as far as the EF PHB did not exceed the assigned bandwidth at the peak rate when the overall traffic
increased.

Key Words : MPLS WG(Multi Protocol Label Switching), DiffServ(Differentiated Service), PHB(Per Hop
Behavior), PSC(PHB Scheduling Class)
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Fig. 1. Architecture of MPLS Network
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